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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: there 
are two abstracts in the application and the inclusion of claims in the 

specification such as in paragraphs 6, 9, 10 and 12. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

2. One of the two abstracts of the disclosure is objected to because it is not 
within the range of 50-150 words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01 (b). 

3. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary 
to determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation 
is requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in 
the specification. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 5 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c) as being in improper form 
because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other multiple 
dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 
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5. Claims 1 and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
the recitation 

"one discharge electrodes" in plural. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, the recitations "to one discharge electrodes" and "other 
discharge electrodes" are confusing as whether they are same discharge 
electrodes as recited in the claim preamble or different and why they are in 
plural. The term "whereby" is indefinite in a process claim since the action 
following the term does not necessarily occur. 

In claim 5, the same is applied to claim 1 to the term "whereby". 

In claim 6, the same is applied to claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 7, the word "means" is preceded by the word(s) 
"magnetic field forming" in an attempt to use a "means" clause to recite a claim 
element as a means for performing a specified function. However, since no 
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function is specified by the word(s) preceding "means," it is impossible to 
determine the equivalents of the element, as required by 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth 
paragraph. See Ex parte Klumb, 159 USPQ 694 (Bd. App. 1967). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Independent claims 1 and 6 and their dependent claims 2-5 and 7-10, 
respectively, would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter: Because the prior art references do not disclose: 

o in a plasma treating method in which a pulse voltage is applied 
between opposing 

discharge electrodes to produce a corona discharge between pointed 
ends of the 

discharge electrodes, and a surface of a workpiece is irradiated with 
excited species 

including plasma produced by the corona discharge, thereby treating 
the surface the 

provision of the recited steps of branching and supplying as claimed in 
claims 1-5; and 
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o in a plasma treating apparatus in which a pulse voltage is applied 
between opposing 

discharge electrodes to produce a corona discharge between pointed 
ends of the 

discharge electrodes, and a surface of a workpiece is irradiated with 
excited species 

including plasma produced by the corona discharge, thereby treating 
the surface the 

provision of the recited arrangements of a secondary output of a 
transformer as claimed 
in claims 6-10. 

Conclusion 

10. Claims 1 and 5-7 are rejected. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Kishor Mayekar whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-1339. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Nam Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-1342. The fax 



